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—The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period tot Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ^ MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



■ Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

■ Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 



Status ^ 

[IfHesponsive to communication(s) filed on . 
tyfhis action is FINAL. 



□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 

a'ciaim(s) . 



Of the above claim(s)- 

□ Claim(s) 

e^cTaim(s): 

□ Claim(s) — _ _ — - 

□ Claim(s) 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a)-(d) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



. is/are pending in the application. 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
. is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

■ is/are objected to. 

■ are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

'Certified copies not received: 

Attachment(s) 



□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 
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U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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•U.S. GPO: 1998-454-457/97505 
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1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the 
invention, and of the manner and process of making and using 
it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable 
any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same 
and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
because the specification, while being enabling for a particle 
size of 234.1-320.1 nanometers does not reasonably provide 
enablement for a particle size of not more than 320.1 nanometers. 
The specification does not enable any person skilled in the art 
to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, 
to make and use the invention commensurate in scope with these 
claims. Table I shows only these two numbers in formulations 
which meet the limitations of claim 1. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims 
particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph as 
failing to set forth the subject matter which applicants regard 
as their invention. Evidence jhat claim 1 fails to correspond in 
scope with that which applicants regard as the invention can be 
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found in the Abstract, page 1, lines 8-15 and page 4, lines 6-12 

which clearly state the invention is directed to a polymer having 

a particle size of not more than 200 namometers. Furthermore, /?/• 

rclearlyshows that when the particle size is over 196.3 



also page 4, lines 13-21 and page 6, lines 25-37. Furthermore, 
there is no statement in the specification that states that the 
agueous dispersion excludes a non-ionic, non-fluorine-containing 
surfactant . 

6. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as containing subject matter which was not described 



fit 

1 



nanometers the dispersion settles out, and when the particle size 
is over 231.7 namometers it is not even redispensible by 
shaking. See also page 5, lines 9-18. 
5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art 
to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, 
to make and/or use the invention. On page 3, lines 6-12, the 
specification states: 'when the fluorine containing surfactant is 
used solely and if its amount is not more than 1% by weight, 
there cannot be obtained a particle size of not more than 200nm, 
if the solid content id assumed to be 30 to 50% by weight." See 
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in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor (s) , at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
The amendment to the claims is a negative limitation. All 
negative limitations have to have explicit antecedent basis in 
the specification. Said antecedent basis is not present in the 
specification. See Ex parte Grasselli, 213 USPQ 393-394. 

7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Blaise et al. 4,025,709. 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 5/15/00 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicants misread the 
reference. Blaise et al. disclose in column 1, lines 55-59 that 
sodium lauryl sulfate or the nonylphenoloxyethylene types inhibit 
the polymerization of vinylidende fluoride, which means that they 
are unusable. The rejection is maintained. 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground (s) of 
rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS 
ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1 . 136 (a) . 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of 
the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire 
on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing 
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the 
date of this final action. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Peter 
Szekely whose telephone number is (703) 308-2460. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Tuesday- Friday from 7:00am to 5:30pm. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 

/?( 

unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Vasu Jafiannathan, can be 
reached on (703) 306-2777. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(703) 305-3599 £3 5408. ' - , 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 

PS/ayc 

July 16, 2000 



PETER A SZEKEl y 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
GROUP 1500 




